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Po’l ic ics of the Compr’Iic_’ns ivo Plan for I\ il~
Coun ~y und~ the pray i~ ions of Ordinance 263
Article 2,’~$cction 3 of KCC 20.12.030.

PREAMflLE. The Counci)~ of King County declares it to be in the

public interest to retain prime agricultural lands and certain farm

lands within a system of open space. This open space system is recóg—

nized as having scenic and aesthetic values that, contributes natural

buffers within existing and potential urban areaS. ~‘urthermore, the

retention of agricultural and certain farmlands provide both unique

and supplemental foodstuffs and contribute to and diver~ify the

economic base.

The policies in the accompanying report will serve as one basis

for evaluating changes in use proposed for agricultural lands. This

evaluation shall be made in conjunction with other adopted and appro—

priate Comprehensive Plan Policies. .

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNCIL OF KING COUNT’{:

BECTION 1. NEW SECTION. “Agricultural Lands as Open Space,”

attached hereto is hereby adopted as an addendum to the Comprehensive

Plan ~f or King County under the provisions of Ordinance 263, Article

2, Section 3, KCC 20.12.030. As an amp].if’ication and augmentation of.

• •



• 4.

4.,

the Comprehensive Plan, the Agr icul tura 1 Lands as Open Space

2 Element shall SU1)pJ~CmCfl t Chapter E , Open Space Development

3 Policies. These po)~1:cics shall apply to Range 6 and east and

4 are approved subject to an environmental assessment.

5 . An environmental impact statement shall .be made on the

6 policies, outlined in this ordinance on Range 5 and west, in

7 accordance with the procedures of Ordinance 1700, and such

8 statement be ~iven to the King County Council upon its completion;.

9 INTRODUCED AND READ, for the first time this /3~_ day of

.10. . ,1973

11 PA S SED this 5~ day of~ , 19 73.

12 ~. . KING COUNTY COUNCIL
KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON

16 - A~EST: . . . -

17 ~

18 ACTIi G Clerk c”f the Council

‘19

20 - APPROVED this 3~day of . , 1973.

Ki~p’Qnty .t~ycutive

25: - . . - . .

.26 . ‘

27 ,~ , .,

28 . , - . -

29 ‘. . . . ‘ . ,

31 . ..

32 , . . -
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TN’rR0”uCTi0~

Worldwide, agriculturally s~±-table land is a scarce and lit~ited

commodity. Sinöe most of the earth’s suria~e is too wet, too dry,

too hot or too cold, or is covered with water and ice, Ofli~ 2% is

farmed. Cropland amounts to less than 10% of the earth’s land area,

and this is unevenly distributed. The United States has some of the

best farmland, but many other nations are not so fortunate. At cur

rent production levels, it is estimated that more than half of th~e

world ‘s population is inadequately fed. According to a recent study~

0.9 hectareS per person farmland is needed to adequately feed the

world population; only 0.4 hectareS per person of such land exists.

To complicate the situation, the amount of cropland per persQn is

decreasing at a rapid rate. Population increase is the primary

cause, but so also is the removal of agricultural lands frcm ~roduc

tiondue to urbanization and other reasons. In a technological

society such as ours, farmlands within urban areas are often the

• victim of industrial and commercial development, residential sub—

divisibn and highway expansion.

‘Meadows, Donella H. ai~thotherS. The Limits to. Gt’owth:
A report for the Club of Rome’s Project on the Predica—
~

- NOTE: For conversion purposeS, 1 hectare = 2.471 acres. -
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In King County, where crop and pastureland currently consti

tute only about ~. 5% of the total land area,~ a significant amount

has already been lost to urban development (Chart A), notably in

the Green River Valley. Here are located some of the best and

~os~ intensively used agricultural soils in the County, an ideal

physical situation for an agricultural economy. However, the

locational and transportation advantages, combined with the degree

~f flood control provided by the construction of the Howard A.

Hanson Dam, have helped to make this area vulnerable to the intru—

sionof non_agricultural uses. Today, few farms remain north of

the City of Auburn; of these, many are posted for sale. A similar

loss of agricultural land can occur elsewhere in the County as.

development pressures increase. . ..~. -

Although the need to retain as much agricultural land as

possible in production may not currently be critical in King..

County, world—wide growth and food need pressures some day may

indicate this to be the best policy. The following pages include

a brief review of farming activity and trends as well as a dis—

cus~iofl of the open space- values of agricultural lands. -

—. —‘.——.—.——— — I
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Pr une Ctopl.and — Fort: .L Ic so i is capab i.e of produc in~ a high value

crop. In King Coun Ly, such land consists of Class II and Ill

2soils.

Pastureland — Land used for grazing of domestic animals or for

hay production. In King County it may be on Class II or III

soils but is also cox~sidered significant fa±’mland on Class IV

soils when contiguous with Class II or III sOils or when more

then 160 acres in extent.
/

• LOCATION AND EXTENT OF FARMLANDS AND FARMS
(See Appendix for definition of~arms)

• The best farming soils of King County are located predomi

nantly in the river valleys where many years of river flooding

- have formed flat—floored lowlands consisting of fertile alluvial

• deposits. With the exception of those areas where urban develop

ment pressures have forced farming pursuits out of existence,

these lands a-re the locale for a large portion of the remaining

farm activity in the County. - V

2Capability Class of Soil — There are:no Class .1 -soils in King
County (fertile soils requiring little or no conservation

• practice). Class II, III, and IV soils~are considered suit— f
• able for cultivation. When c~X1tivated, Class II Soils require

moderate conservation practices, Class III soils require inten—
sive conservation practices, and Class IV soils usually have
perennial vegetation, and are subject to infrequent cultivation
because they are more subject to erosion,. destruction or low
yields ~,hen cultivated. Source: Pugel Sound and Adjacent V

Waterways Study, Water Related Land 1~esources, March. 1970, V

pp. 2-11. - V V V -

-- •—3— - -



:.

~ 2: T[.i.;~Ii (~ j)al) iii Ly A;’. L i cu I t u u;t L La uti
— (U i;i:•;~—~ (I ~ tl(I I ii) by. TYi~ ~

1970, Ring County

No. of
Acr~

Cropland, Inc 1.ucl ing rotation 37,019
hay and pas ture

Pastureland 12,598
1’orestland 45,788
Other Land Not in Farms -~ •10,854

TOTAL 106,2S9

Source: 1970 Conservation Needs
~ Survey conducted by

Soil Conservati~n Service,
U. S. Department of
Agriculture.

For the most part, the dairy farms in the County, nearly 150

in number, are located on the Enumclaw Plateau and in the Lower

Snoqualmie Valley, whereas vegetable crops and small fruits are

grown primarily in the Green River Valley and on Vashon Island.

Another significant agricultural activity is the raising of fowl

for briolers and layers, but since this type of mechanized

factory—type production is not dependent upon good quality agri

cultural soils, these farms are usually found on upland properties.

TRENDS IN FARM ACTIVITY

Farm acreage has been declining steadily ih the United

States. However, the rate of decline has been co~isiderahly faster

in metropolitan areas such as King County or the foui’ -county region

(King, Snohomish, Pierce and Kitsap). -

In 1969, total land in King County farms was only 40% of the

1950 total; the total number of farms declined, but average size

increased. Though only one—fifth the national average in size -

in tens iveness of operation heips to make these King County farms

viab[n units. -



• :, ~
;1cu1 •~: f’~L~ill)c~t ~ ~ ~ ,\V’~l~i~ IlL~ti1 .iI.?,

~ K1.ii~ County: ~U— l.9(9

‘S

~1 950 1.951 1.059 1 961 1 0~0

Number of Farms 5,496 5,181 2,952~. l,~25 1,212
Avera~O Acreao
~ 1’arm ~8 28 39 45 50

*
1,074 decrease due to redefinition
of farms. -.

SOURCE: Census of Agriculture, U. S.
Department of Commerce, Bureau
of the Census. -

If past trends continue, the, Puget.. Sound Governmental Confer—

‘ence has forecast1~that farm acreage within the regional will de

cline by the year 1985 to one—fourth the 1964 total and to less

than 3% of 1964 acreage by the year 20O0~ Whether this forecast

will be realized is dependent, not only upon economic factors, but

also upon both national and local public policy regarding the

importance of farm enterprises within metropolitan areas.

.3
Derived from Table 9, Project Open Space Report No. 13,

Agriculture in the Central Puget Sound Region, Puget
Sound Governmental Conference, November, 1964.
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~C LU. In I 9:;o , .eigli I (S) acres ot I’air;i land ~Ct’~ ‘1 Li ~ i Ze(l per

porSOfl; by 1964, this had d~ci.ifl~d to less than six (G) acres

per i~on .4 To what exten~t, this trend will continue is depen

dent upon new developments in agricultural research and application

of new techniques.

FARM PRODUCTION

The actual dollar value of farm productS sold in King County

has continuously increased, from $l4-~878,00O in 1944 to

$22,388,000 ~fl l969,~ although conversion to standa~d dollars

shows a decline in productivity. Though the value of agricul

tural products may be considered small compared with the total

industrial production, it continues to be a significant factor in

the economic welfare and diversity of the region.

For example, in 1969, the market v~.1ue of all agricultural

crops sold was more than the estimated stuaoage value of all

timber harvested in King County.6 In addition, the market value

of agricultural crops in the same year was more than the value

4Census of Agriculture, U. S. Department of Commerce,
Bureau of the Census. -

5census of Agriculture.

6The market value of all agricultural products sold reflects
the price received, before taxes and expenses, -at the farm.
In order to arrive at a stumpage value for tim1~er., the six
published Forest Products Price Re-ports were averaged for the
highest grades of all -s~ecies sold during 1969. Since this — -

report reflects prices received at mills, $25 per thousand -

hoard feet was deducted for costs incurred from some of the
• logging ac I ivities—and trans~oi’ta tion. The Cs t imated value
- also reflects a peeler log Inc tor and with other Inc tors, the

lie I figure of $20-, 967 ,Q00 would be cons iderod generous. -

—7—
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For ~rua Ler de La i. I, the r~dut is re.l:crrcd to recent reports pub—

Ii~Itud by the King County D~part:ienL of P).annin~ and ~he Pu~et

Sound Governmen tal Conference8 which discuss the types and values

of agricultui.al products and whex’~. they are produced.

It is interesting to note that, although farn enterprises in

the County have declined in number, there a~e two areas of farm

activity wh ich increased in scope between 1964 and 1969. In one

instance, the number of farms with farm—related income from rec

reational services’ (such as trout fishing ponds and camping) in

creased from 15 to 2S. This increase may represent the farmerst

response to an increased demand for recreational services from

the nearby urban population, or it. may indicate the availability

of programs which help the farmer to increase his income in this

manner. In either case, the income reported as received from

this source more than doubled during this five—year period, from

$25,722 to $55,459.9 This trend was true for the four—county

region as well.

~$21,592,ooo from the report: Directory of Washington
Mininy Operations. 1959—70, State of Washington Depart
ment of Natural Resources7 Division of: Mines and
Geology, Information Circular No. 46, .1971. -

bFjowlett Bruce. Agricu].Lure in the Central Pu~et Sound

~ Reno~.t No U, P:ojcct O~cn ~D1ca P~et ~cu~a
~~ov~-r :~enta1 Coerunce, Nove:~iber , 19~54, and L~po~ Green
River Valley. Kiii~ County Department a-f Planning.

OV ~m be m , 197 0

9 - - -~

Census of Agriculture. . .
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t 1w ra Is ing afl(l sn I. Ii :ig of race liuws (inpor I an F hero bce HUSO of

the prdxim i Ly of the Loti ~c”us ilace Trac I) ; ii maya iso reflect

sales of horses for casual~i’CC rca I iona L r Id ing. Ei thor typc of

use is a legitimate agricultural activity which should be fostered

where the demand exists.

The King County ExtenSiOI~ Service estim~teS that there are

approximatelY 25,000 horseS in the County. - Although all of these

do not live on fai’ml’~nds many do, thus ~ontributiflg to the need

• for retaining suitable space for their ~‘equiremefltS.

Sales of Horses and Ponies
King County: 1964 and 1969

: 1969
1964
Increase

% Increase

No of Sales
Re o or ted

643
122
521

426%

FACTORS AFFECTING LOS OF LAND FOR FARMING

Many factors contribute to the loss of agricultural land for

farming purposes. City officials may be anxious to increase their

tax base by attracting industrial and commercial concerns; they

make plans, rezone, annex land-, and provide city -services accordingly.

Property owners speculate in land, encouraged by the prospects of

ga5 n to bb derived both from promoting more intenS ive, _and thus,

purpórtedly- move valuable, lhnd uses. II~ additiOfl there are — -

TABLE 4:

/

No. of Farms
Reporting

Sales

146
54
92

170%

Source: Census of Agriculture,
U.S. Department of Commerce.
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of (~O1fllY ~ ~ typic; a 1. lv C~~U 10 1)rOrlO 1. i ona I uainl)a i~t~ to

a tt t~lC1 L mO I’e l)U~ I ness . ~l 1 Of these I ~C tot’s may tCfl(1 to rc~OVU

farmland from 1n’odUC Lion.

Property tax increaseS are an jflCVitfll)lC rcsult of these

policies. The improvement of agricultural lands through flood

control ~nd other conservation measureS tends to promote urban

uses even when {ntended only for the betterment of conditiOnS of

farmers. Related urban services, such as transportation corri

dors and recreation areas, remove land from agricultural use.

Also the cost/price squeeze that affects agricultU1~e nationally

is an important factor in forc~ng smaller farmers out of business.

• Coupled with the types of influences cited above is the

national trend toward corporate farming. Farmers now in business

may not have the time, background or inclination to keep abreast

of new techniques or developments in production and management.

~Iore stringent financial and educational requirements, as well as

the ~ttractiofl of more .l.ucrat.iVe.QPP0rtu1~tie5 in urban areas.

keep young people from going into farming. These factors are

counteracted in part by the fact that, in King County, the average

age of dairy farmers is between 30 to 34 years as compared to over

50 years nationally. Furthermore, dairy farms are least lik~ly to

become corporate farms unless they are family corporations. —

In King County, the principal loss of good agricultural land

continues to occur in those areas~clOSe to Seattle and in ~ban

Kin~ County, namely, the Lower Green_DUVIamish Val ley and the —

r~~amni-Sb Valluy. — liow public policy has affectQd this loss can

b~ seen in those -porti~I1S of the valleys zoned for urban uses

-10- - -
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tw~’n pa~ t ;fll(I 1~J~)J)0~(~(l ~ lil~ I)(~fl I~(~UIILU~i ‘d not on Iv b~—

c nuso o~ 11w va 1.1 ~y ‘5 pru~ i m [ Lv t,o a Ii i~li I y urh:i n a t(~ , 1)u L be

cause of ti flSj)CH La Lion 1. 111C~5 and 1100(1 Coti trol. i mpiovo;~en Lx thz~ t.

nuike. these areas also hi~hly.SuiLed for industria’ and co;~ercial

development.

Where the foregoing types of pressures are, as yet, less pro—
4--

nounced or the land itself is far less suitable for urban develop

ment, agricultural use is still a highly important land use

activity. This is particularly true On .theEntimclaw Plateau and

in the Snoqualmie Valley. Here, soils favorable for, farming

combine with poor drainage percolation or flooding conditions that,

• to this point, have been instrumental in keeping urban development

to a minimum. Even in these areas, there is increasing pr~ssure

for types of development on. and improvement to, agricultural

land~ that would preclude farming use.

LOCAL VALUE OF AGRICULTURE , . -

The supply of fresh dairy products produced on. King Couut.y

dairy farms is sufficient for the total County population. In

addition, much of ‘the seasonal need for fresh vegetables and

small fruits is also met. Climatical factors are conducive to

the production of cane berries and rhub~arb, in particular, which

puts ‘us in a highly competitive position in relation to other

areas in the nation. Major crop production is not a significant

part- of the total agricu~tural output, but specific crops are -

grown for specific needs. Be~~f, chickens for both fryers and

- egg’s, and horses are also raised for local utilization. Not only

does this agricultural ~ctivi~’ fulfill a l-oc:ai need, but it

- - —ii— - -
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wln’n i)~, very 1;n.:k of aul f Ic iefl L di vur~ I Ly ha~ u.•~a a pr ~I~O I ic tot’

in the area ‘a depressed eeo~i,u:iy

Agt’icul Lui’al. areas not only provide an opportufli tv for the

ful t-- Limo farmer to make a J.iving, but provide a rccreat ional

or hobby outlet or secondary source of income o~ home—used pro

duce for many part—time farmers. These may include the gentle

man farmer, who farrn~ as a hobby, the persoh who chooses part—time

farming by choice as a part of his life—style, the retired person

who is dependent u~pon the livestock or produce he raises to supple

ment his income, and those who enjoy living in an agricultural

• area, but who may lease their lands for others to farm. The re

cent interest in organically—grown crops may account for some of

the interest in small farm activities. There are those families

who believe in the value of farm life and v~orlc as a health;- wa:,~

• of life and as a valuable learning experience for their children.

Ii~ any event, the availabi.l.ity.afld accessibility of agricultural

lands within and close to an urban area provides the. opportunity

for variety a-nd choice in living style and ways of earning a

•living to the area’s residents.

Although opportunities have been drastically reduced over

previouS years, the summertime harvesting of cro~s can provide

5job onportunitles for young people. 1n an area w~er~ jobs. par—

i-~’tLu’Iy for t —n~e:’S. are at a rer~iu~’. and whera public •oe~ icy

a.~ been to figure out ways and means of keep in; y~un; people

i [ably occu ~ ioU - dar ing the suI:’mel’ months this type of act iv it y

~n(.u LU not be und~’L’—ra ted . The king County Coop~ra ~ ive Ext e~s ion -

—1.2- -
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(I ~S LL h: t.~ i~ u~ c~)~iflty (I:unt: is juali ~t1~Un :nd line law) vi

:i(LltUlal (~0UIU~5 iflVOI.V lug L)jfl’OXirIiaLQl.y •50f) St~I(IUflL5 , many vi

whom a iso 1)0 Lotu~ (C) I’FA (Fi~i.Lu te Fa vmot’S o C AT:lc r tea Clubs) . I t is

true tlia U many of these clubs and activities are not farm—re l.a ted,

• but tilO figures do give some indication of the numbers or young

people involved in worthwhile pursuits that often are related to,

or evolved from, farm and rural activities. The King County Fair

at Enumclaw annuali~ provides an opportunity for many people to

exhibit animals, produce and handicraft items, participate in com

petitive activiti~S, and just have fun.

Probably one of the greatest values of agricultural lands to

all the people of the County, aside from the economic values, is

that of scenery. Agricultural areas ~re usually quite attractive, V

whether devoted to the growing of crops or raising of animals.

In King County, this is particularly true, V where much of the agri—

cultural land is located in valleys within view of residential

plateau areas on either ~side or from arterial highways along the V

valleys. The Enumclaw Plateau area, although relatively flat,

commands fine views of the nearby Cascade Mountains and particu—

larly of Mount Rainier. The intrusion of valleys into existing

V or potential urban areas prov ides V for natural open space dividers

which contribute immeasureably to ae~thetic living values. The

iV,~poi.taI~ce of such open space areas close to an -urban population

~~ot 1)0 asured by • do1.l~r values . - V

Agricultural areas may contribute to certain wildlife habitat

to the OxtCflt that these liabi tats ~re not: seriously d is—

~~U’)t ci ~ the act iv i ~ ies of farming i Usd1 01 by the misu~o of

pos tic: Ides.
1’)



I )~

j~HOLII(~1’ I~ 1~~ii1~ 1:11. VH lLt~ th~i L i~ !~f’ lil~,m voi~’~I i:; ~1’:d~xiz *
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1~ 1.cin~.; , part .icu l.a L I y C .1 O~e to ~Lt’l)a1’I coticunl.ra I. i on- of popti Ia t ion, in

ca&;e large, ag~.icu1. Lura l.ly—iinpcn’tant areas are pu L out of servIce

clue t.o natural or man—made ci isas ters . 1-:xaiuples of such ci isas ters

Inc iudc floods, droughts, or increased tolerance to insect or dis—

ease—controlling iesticides.

Recreation benefits may be ~-rovicied, either by farmers directly

offering recreation services, or through per~mitted access on or

through farm properties for hunting, fishing, hiking and related

activities. As indicated previously, even the viewing of scenic

farm property is a therapeutic form of recreation and relaxation.

Educational values are derived from opportunities provided by farm

tours’° as well as from having farm activities, animals and programs

highly visible and accessible.

Another philosophy that is being voiced by many is that of

the need to stein the flow of population fi~om rural to urban areas,

a trend which is said to compound the urban problems of unemolO-ment,

• o~vercrowding and related social ills. In fact, an exPeriment in

reverse is being considered for funding ‘by the Department of Hens ing

• and tJrban Development in the Stateof Connecticut, where it is proposed

to attempt to lure urbanites to rural areas through the use of coni—

raunications linkages that would provide rural residents with certain

forims of urban benefits.” Agricultural lands would be a part of

the rural lands that would continue to be occupied or reoccupied

under programs of this sort. -

‘°For example, -tours are offered by the Carnation Farm in the
Snoqualmie Valley, the ~ldarra Farms in Fall City, and the
Spiith Brothers Dairy in Kent.

ii. • - -

‘Experiment would lure urhanites to rural areas.” article in_
the Seattle r~1iflOS February 27, 1972.

-. -14--
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Once (IUVO loped in urban us.’s , It 2 S very d 1ff icul. 1., ii not.

lmposs 11)10 ,~ to roe ~ aim prim(i agricu ~ tura I lands for agricu 1 Lura I

use.

• Much of the agricultural lana in the County is subject to

seasonal high water table flooding, requires drainage, or has

other problems that make improvement for urban development costly.

Conservation measures adequate for agricultural use are usually

inadequate for urban use.

• Factors contr”ibuting to the discontinuance of farming on

prime agricultural land are public policy decisions and plans

which allow or imply zoning change and utility installations or

services that encourage urban deve.lopment. Rising land values

and taxes are often the result, not the cause, of such public

policy, thus tending to make farming unprofitable.

Land kept in agricultural use has open space value in addi—

• ±ion to the ~dollar vaiue~ of the agricultural products obtained

from that land.

Support for continuation of agricultural pursuits contributes

to the maintenance of economic diversity and stability in the

County.

Most recreation areas and uses are compatible with, or comple

mentary to, agricultural uses, when they do not consume land better

utilized and in demand for agricultural purposes. -

The regional population benefits from having ~resh local farm

products available because of their improved taste and caiality as

~yell. as difference in time of harvest from other areas. —
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Ul;~ ~Lnh1(,c~~N.;:IrJ ly :-4tIl,j~ tl.(i ~() tL~’l)Ll1 .(k’VUJ OINII.:!L( pr(~:~surL~-;

PO!TC I ~S 1’()R A(~1 CU[~1’{1I~:\t~ 1~NI) Pt SEHV~V1’t ON

GOAT1: To pro~eL’vu prime agricuHui’a 1 land:-3

and significant other fa~mlanc1s in

the open space system.

There are sever~l areas in the County where good agricultural

soils are jeopardized in terms of their continued use for agri

culture. Most nota~le is the Green—DuwarniSh Valley downstream from

Auburn. Here, some of the best farmlands in the County have already

been developed for industrial and commercial purposes. Much more

is zoned and planned for this type of use. Sewer and water lines

are being installed, enlarged and extended; drainage and road

improvements have been made or are contethplated. A potential need

for new or raised dikes along the river has been suggested by the

Army Corps of Engineers. Although the drainage plans ostensibly

have been justified and promoted as an aid to further agricultural

development, most “improvements” are in anticipation of, and de—

signed for, more intensive forms of land use. Similar pressures

for development are becoming noticeable in the Sammamish River

Valley and the Upper Snoqualmie Valley as well. In all of these

areas, there exists a wide range of opinion as to the- future best

use of these lands.

Tn the Lower .Snoc~uaJmie Valley, a majority of residents and

pro arty o~vners :ippear to clearly favor a 1on~—terni continuation

~ farming. IIeie, factors in acichi Lion to the presence of good

r icul Lural soil and exis t irig~ u~e p~iL ~erns, such, as flood ~ng and

(I r;~ ~ Il~Ige prol) 1en:~ , 1 a~k of sewors , ~ nd d is Lance rem t~lC met I’O—
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wh icli 15 (‘(jUa I ~v ~VO I 1.—~.;u i. ted I ni.. 0 thee u:-05 , pol i c~ may InoCe apj)ro—

pria Lc’ly be d tree Lcd to 11w Liming ol u:-~e change en I her than to

promoting the permanence of agricultural use.

Because much of the County ‘s agriculturally sui table land

lies within the jurisdiction of ni+niicipali tics; •trie County h~s

little control over policy decisions made by these bodies. Even

where County policy may favor continued agricultural use of cer—

tam lands, future annexations may negate this policy. Because

of these conflicts, which are common and normal in a democratic

society, the crite’~’ia and policies presented herein re~’lect the

current viewpoint of County Government.

CRIT~RIA FOR PR~Si~RVA1IOI~ OF AGRICULTURAL LANDS I~\ OP~ SPAC.~

• AL—i Preserve in open space uses’2 -those agricultural

lands that meet one of the basic criteria in

Section a and some of the supplementary criteria in

Section b. (The criteria in Section a are arranged

- in priority order so, a-s a general rule of thumb.

those lands meeting the criterion of “a (1)” need

meet fewer of the supplementary criteria than lands

- j~ “a (3) ~‘ Since each case is’ different, an element

• of judgment must be applied to evaluate each -

situation.) - - . - -

~I2 -

it is intended that highly intensif led meNianized agricu I ~.nra I
:ie t iv i ties (such as large feedlot operations and peel try farms ~
~•1m i.eh do no-I require agricul Lural land for thoir func Lie-n and are
not rein ted to -the growing of crops not be included v;ithin the
open. space xy_Stein. . . - - —
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• (2) C 1u;s IV sol. isi. I. bc a L’.)(l COflt .i.i~~OUS v. L Iii

• Class II or Class 111 soils in (1) or are

oVer 160 acres in ox Lent and are ~ iso either

currently b~ing ~ecI for croplands or

pasture lands or are currently planned for

iinpr~overnents making them sui table for

such use.

Class II, III~ or IV soils being used for

cropland or pastureland over 10 contiguous

acres in extent and located contiguous to

park lands or other types of open space

(such as steep slopes or wetlands) that

have substantial open space values.

(4’i Any other lands zoned for agriculture and

used primarily as cropland or pastureland.

SECTION b (Supplementary Criteria)

• (1) That are subject to flooding, high water table

or other hazards. -

(2) Where a predominance of local public opinion

and property owners favor retention of agri—

cultural U5c~.

• (3) Tha ~ do ~flQi have locally a vailabl€~ public wa t~r

:n:i sewer s~rv ices.
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(‘I) Fh~i L ; rv( ~ ~ f~:r~, ~ iii. ();‘ I fl)I

I awl u~ c:-.

(5) That p~I[orm a c luar Funct i~n a:-~ an id~nt ifi~r

0 L• dci. i nea t.or of U r1):~ n form

(6) ‘l’ha t perform n s .i~n i f ira at sc J.(~tl I if ic , educa —

• .tional. , or wi 1(11. iCe liabi. La I func Lion

• (7) That contribute significant scenic value to a

residential or recreational use area.

(8) That have agricultural uses complementary to

adj~ent public recreational land (e.g. horse

back riding facilities ~adjacent to public bridle

• trails, trout fishing ponds adjacent to public

park or campground).

(9) Where practicing a soil and water conservation

program consistent with the Soil Conservation

Service or County Extension Service guidlines

and requirements.

() Where utilized on a continuous basis for a

period of five or more ~rea1~s for cropland or

pastureland. .

(ll) That lie Within 200’ of a stream, river, lake

or saltwater shoreline.’3

AL—2 Preserve ii~ open space for whatever tirn.e frame is neces

sary and reasonable the follo\dng lands: • -

Where farms currently exist on soils of li;~ited ag-ricul—

tural quality or extent, or. are designated in the

~:\~ per Sl~ore1i ne Mangement Ac I

—19--
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(‘II h~j’ (~i ii ) 0~, I I v 10 ‘thIs (‘(I Ott L;o’ ii’.~,j or tJ~n t

LOt’ (~c’c’r 1’~t’P0:(’5 wul ~ oh tito avni I;thLl I\ 01

C 05 I. (Il’ S ~.‘W0 1’ and wn It: r i irs Ia 11 :r ohs a nd oth ci’ p01) I i C:

SOi’v .i c: 05 Sin: ii ~1’a rids s lrou Id li:r v c s i ~ ii i f I ~ ii t el c~,ien is

of Lire Loi1owin~; contiltions present:

(1) Where no plans. xis t to supply public

water or sewer service for at least a

10—year period.

(2) Wh~re unreasonable costs would be created

in order to provide ~iblic water ~upply.

for sewer service within a 10—year period.

(3) Where there is ample land available for

urban development that is already served

by sewer and water service and is closer

to existing urban centers.

(4) Where a preponderance of property owners

and farmers wish to retain agricultural

use for an interim period of at least 10

years UNLESS development is clearly Shown

- to be necessary for the benefit of a larger

• general public.

(5) ‘ Where existing farms ~have been in predoaii—

• nantly cropland — pastureland usage for a

period of 10 or ~::ore years.

(c5 ) Whore cx is ~ n~ farms have va lu.~s or arena

tha I. subs La~ t in. I lv con I r ~ 1)0 t e to 0 riter

- - e a togor ies n ~‘ ()pOn spac ~ as dci’ i~cd in_

- - other see I ions el the Open Space Plan. —

,L ~
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Apply :t;~r leul Lii t,a L:~uii in~ (A ~utl4,) wherever

appropr.i.a Le to pri~ tee L good, agi’ icul tur;i 1 1.:i tid

- from inco~tpat ib ic 1i~C ~tn(l duv~ ~ op:nen t

AL—4 Apply the general zone (G Zone) or the agricul

tural zone (A Zone) in rural areas ~of the County

where desirable to protect exis.tirg agricultural

use either: a) for alirnited ~ime period, or
I-.

• b) in order to hold land in large tracts so that

the best eventual development can be achieved.

AL—5 Encourage property owners to apply for open

space tax relief wherever land is zoned for

• agriculture, or where the intent of the precedirg

.criteria are substantially met.

AL—6 Investigate purchase—leasehack. acquisition of

development rights, and other means for pre~

serving agricultural lands in open space that

meet the criteria in ALr—1 particularly when these

lands are threatened by urban: development.

AL—7 Where suitable for recreation, seek means to

acquire agricul tural lands of lesser quality

for recreational purposes when agri c:ul tura I use

is - d i scc~i~ Li nuc~d.

—2 1—
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~

Take vigorous action to preserve agricultural

•lancls, including such actioh as advising the

public of the benefits of preserving a~gi’icul—

tural land owners to file for current use

classification.

•* * * ~.

M~ iii ta n For pub I L c u:;u’. au :i g r I ~u I Lu ra I 1 and

~i a~;~; 11 ca Lion uiua ~ wh I ch L(k~ ut I I I es a uud de 11 ti’~ t (~S

by soil. ci ass I LIca tI.oui agr icu I turn]. I auids in

Icing Couuu Ly

AL—9 • Encourage the re Len Lion of recogn ized agricul turn 1

lands in recognized agricultural areas by other

governmental entities.

AL—lO

5/22/73/PT:jk:jp
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APPENDIXF—14

Foc.~d Produc&ig Farmlands Eligible for Acquisition in Priority 1 B
Properties indicated on this map include lands which known by King County at this time to be eligible
under this priority, but it is not intended to exiude any other lands which may be eligible under Priority 1-B

R8E June 18, 1979
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